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11 PER CURI AM In this decision we address two separate
attorney disciplinary matters involving Attorney Robert J.
Snead.

12 On June 12, 2008, the Ofice of Lawer Regulation

(OLR) filed a conplaint against Attorney Snead alleging ten

counts of professional msconduct in three client natters
("Smead 1"). Followng entry of a default judgnent, the
referee, Richard P. Mzinski, issued a report recomending a 60-

day suspension plus restitution and costs.

13 The OLR filed a second conplaint against Attorney
Smead on March 31, 2009. This conplaint alleged 15 counts of
prof essional m sconduct involving four client matters ("Snmead
ey,

14 The parties entered into a stipulation regarding the
allegations in Snead 1I. Pursuant to the terns of the
stipulation, the parties ask that the court suspend Attorney
Smead for 60 days and request that he be ordered to pay
restitution as set forth herein. The parties do not seek
inposition of costs in Snead I1. The stipulation in Snead |1
does not address whether the recomended discipline should be
i nposed consecutive or concurrent W th t he di sci pline
recomended in Snead |.

15 Wth respect to the msconduct alleged in Snead |, we
accept the referee's recomendation that this court suspend
Attorney Snead's l|license to practice law for 60 days, order
Attorney Snead to pay restitution as set forth herein, and
inpose the costs of the proceeding. Wth respect to the
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m sconduct stipulated to in Snead I1l, we accept the anmended
stipulation and suspend Attorney Snead's license to practice |aw
for 60 days and order restitution as set forth herein. No costs
will be inposed in Snead 1I1. As Snead | and Snead Il are
separate matters, the suspensions inposed shall run consecutive
to each ot her.

6 Attorney Snead was admtted to practice law in
Wsconsin in 1998 and practiced in Menasha, W sconsin. On
Cctober 10, 2007, this court tenporarily suspended Attorney
Snead's law license due to his wllful failure to respond or
cooperate with OLR investigations. On Cctober 31, 2007, the
State Bar of Wsconsin suspended Attorney Snead's license to
practice |law for nonpaynent of State Bar dues. Attorney Snead's
| i cense remai ns suspended.

|. SMEAD | (CASE NO. 2008AP1467- D)

17 The OLR alleged in its conplaint that Attorney Snead
commtted ten counts of professional msconduct in three client
matters.

A WP. Matter (Counts 1 through 5)

18 On Novenber 10, 2005, Attorney Snead was retained by
WP. to represent himin a divorce action. WP. paid Attorney
Snead a retainer in the anbunt of $1, 500.

19 Attorney Snmead had an initial consultation with WP.,
sonme conversations wth WP and opposing counsel, and
negotiated and prepared a stipulated tenporary order. W P.
signed the docunent which was then forwarded to his wfe's

counsel .
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10 Attorney Snead did not keep WP. informed of any
relevant court dates and legal issues about the custody and
pl acenent of children under the age of 18 living with him
Attorney Snead also did not keep WP. inforned of property
di vision work sheets or discovery requests fromWP.'s w fe.

11 Attorney Snead failed to return WP.'s telephone
calls. In order to obtain case status updates, WP. visited
Attorney Snead's office hoping to see Attorney Snead when he
wal ked into the office.

12 On June 12, 2006, two days before a court hearing
requested by opposing counsel, WP. retained a new attorney
because Attorney Snead had not replied to discovery requests.

113 On May 22, 2007, Attorney Snead inforned the OLR "I
must agree that [WP.] has every right to be disappointed in ny
per f or mance. | got overloaded with [another attorney's] cases
and ny performance suffered."” Attorney Snead further stated he
did not keep particularly accurate records of his time or his
billing.

14 As of March 14, 2007, Attorney Snead had failed to

provide a refund of unearned fees to WP. but stated he hoped to

"eventual ly" give WP. a full refund. In responding to an OLR
inquiry regarding whether he held WP.'s fee in trust until it
was earned, Attorney Snead stated, "It was recently brought to

my attention that mninmum fee retainers are not enforceable, and

| have started placing retainer fees into trust until earned.”
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B. RB. Matter (Counts 6 through 8)

115 In January 2006 R B. contacted Attorney Snead to
represent him in his divorce. On May 16, 2006, R B. and his
wife entered into a stipulated settlenent. Attorney Snead was
to prepare and file with the court findings of fact, conclusions
of law and judgnent, and a quit claim deed. In January 2007
Attorney Snead advised R B. he had everything done and it would
be sent out in a week. Attorney Snmead had no further contact
wth RB. RB. later filed a grievance agai nst Attorney Snead.

116 On April 16, 2007, the OLR contacted Attorney Snead by
tel ephone to discuss R B.'s grievance. Attorney Snead stated
the order had been done a long tinme ago and he did not know why
it was not on record. On April 19, 2007, Attorney Snead told
the OLR he filed the final paperwork the day before and he woul d
draft a deed related to the divorce as soon as possi bl e.

17 On April 19, 2007, 11 nonths after the final hearing,
and after the COLR contacted Attorney Snead, a default judgnent
in the RB. case was finally entered.

C. D.B. Matter (Counts 9 and 10)

18 1In June 2006 D. B. hired At t or ney Smead for
representation in a crimnal nmatter. D.B. thereafter hired
successor counsel and requested Attorney Snead return the
advance fee D.B. paid to Attorney Snead. D.B. later filed a
grievance concerning the fee dispute.

19 Wth respect to each of the three client nmatters in
Snead |, the OLR nmade nultiple attenpts to obtain information
fromAttorney Snmead and Attorney Snead failed to respond.

5
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20 Eventually, Attorney Snead was tenporarily suspended
and ultimately, the COLR obtained a default judgnment agai nst him
The referee incorporated the facts alleged in the OLR conpl ai nt
as his findings and made the follow ng concl usions of |aw
« By failing to respond to his client's requests for
information, Attorney Snead violated former SCR 20:1.4(a)
(Count 1).1!

e By failing to hold WP.'s $1,500 in trust, Attorney Snead
viol ated former SCR 20:1.15(b)(4) (Count 2).?2

« By failing to refund unearned fees to his client,

Attorney Smead viol ated former SCR 20:1.16(d) (Count 3).3

! Former SCR 20:1.4(a) (effective through June 30, 2007)
provided, "A l|awer shall keep a client reasonably inforned
about the status of a matter and pronptly conply with reasonabl e
requests for information."

2 Former SCR 20:1.15(b)(4) (effective July 1, 2004, through
June 30, 2007) provided:

Unearned fees and advanced paynents of fees shall
be held in trust wuntil earned by the |awer, and
W t hdrawn pursuant to SCR 20:1.15(9). Funds advanced
by a client or 3rd party for paynent of costs shall be
held in trust until the costs are incurred.

3 Former SCR 20:1.16(d) (effective through June 30, 2007)
provi ded:

Upon termnation of representation, a |awer
shall take steps to the extent reasonably practicable
to protect a client's interests, such as giving
reasonable notice to the client, allowing time for
enpl oynent of other counsel, surrendering papers and
property to which the client is entitled and refunding
any advance paynent of fee that has not been earned.
The lawyer nmay retain papers relating to the client to
the extent permtted by other |aw
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* By failing to respond to t he CLR gri evance
i nvestigations, Attorney Smead violated SCR 22.03(2)* and
SCR 22.03(6)° via SCR 20:8.4(h)® (Counts 4, 7, and 9).

By failing to tinely file affidavits pursuant to SCR
22.26(1)(e), Attorney Smead violated SCR 22.26(1)(e)’ via
SCR 20:8.4(f)® (Counts 5, 8, and 10).

4 SCR 22.03(2) provides:

Upon conmencing an investigation, the director

shall notify the respondent of the matter being
investigated unless in the opinion of the director the
investigation of the matter requires otherw se. The

respondent shall fully and fairly disclose all facts
and circunstances pertaining to the alleged m sconduct
within 20 days after being served by ordinary mail a
request for a witten response. The director may
allow additional time to respond. Fol | owi ng recei pt
of the response, the director my conduct further
investigation and may conpel the respondent to answer
guesti ons, furni sh docunent s, and pr esent any
i nformati on deened rel evant to the investigation.

® SCR 22.03(6) provides:

I n t he course of t he i nvestigati on, t he
respondent's w |l ful failure to provide relevant
information, to answer questions fully, or to furnish
docunents and the respondent's m srepresentation in a
di scl osure are m sconduct, regardless of the nerits of
the matters asserted in the grievance.

® SCR 20:8.4(h) states it is professional nisconduct for a
| awyer to "fail to cooperate in the investigation of a grievance
filed wwth the office of l|lawer regulation as required by SCR
21.15(4), SCR 22.001(9)(b), SCR 22.03(2), SCR 22.03(6), or SCR
22.04(1)."

" SCR 22.26(1)(e) states:
Wthin 25 days after the effective date of

suspension or revocation, file with the director an
affidavit showng all of the foll ow ng:
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e« By failing to tinmely prepare and file the necessary
docunents to conclude the R B. divorce proceeding and
property settlenment, Attorney Snead violated SCR 20:1.3
(Count 6).°

21 The referee carefully considered the appropriate

sancti on. The referee noted he had reviewed a nunber of
appl i cabl e cases involving neglect of client matters and failure
to cooperate with OLR investigations and found applicable the

matter of In re Disciplinary Proceedings Against Kohl, 158

Ws. 2d 444, 462 N W2d 667 (1990) (60-day suspension for
neglect and failure to cooperate). In Kohl, as here, there was
no prior discipline but there were nultiple instances of client

negl ect and subsequent failures to respond to the OCLR The

(1) Full conpliance with the provisions of the
suspension or revocation order and with the rules and
procedures regarding the closing of the attorney's
practice.

(ri) A list of all jurisdictions, i ncl udi ng
state, federal and adm nistrative bodi es, before which
the attorney is admtted to practice.

(tit) A list of clients in all pending matters
and a list of all matters pending before any court or
adm ni strative agency, together with the case nunber
of each matter

8 SCR 20:8.4(f) states it is professional msconduct for a
|awer to "violate a statute, suprene court rule, suprene court
order or suprene court decision regulating the conduct of
| awyers; "

® SCR 20:1.3 provides that, "A lawer shall act wth
reasonabl e diligence and pronptness in representing a client."”
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referee considered Attorney Snead's |ack of cooperation with the
CLR as an aggravating factor in this matter.

22 The referee recommended a 60-day suspension. He
recommended further that Attorney Snead pay restitution to D.B
in the amount of $100 and to the Wsconsin Lawers' Fund for
Client Protection in the anpunt of $750 relating to the WP.
matter.

123 As no appeal was filed, we review this matter pursuant
to SCR 22.17(2).1%° We adopt the referee's findings and
recommendations and direct that Attorney Snead's license to
practice |law be suspended for 60 days in connection with the
above-referenced m sconduct. We further direct that Attorney
Snead shall pay restitution as set forth in the referee's
report, together with paynent of the costs of this proceeding
which total $1,204.33 as of April 24, 2009.

II. SMEAD Il (CASE NO. 2009AP843- D)

124 Nearly a year after the conplaint in Snead | was
filed, the OLR filed a new conplaint alleging Attorney Snead
coommitted 15 counts of professional m sconduct involving four

client matters. The parties entered into a stipulation

10 SCR 22.17(2) states:

If no appeal is filed tinely, the suprene court
shall review the referee's report; adopt, reject or
nodify the referee's findings and conclusions or
remand the matter to the referee for additional
fi ndi ngs; and determine and inpose appropriate
di sci pli ne. The court, on its own notion, nay order
the parties to file briefs in the matter.
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regarding the allegations in the Snead Il conplaint. The first
stipulation was filed April 14, 2009. However, this stipulation
failed to address the issue of restitution so this court
directed the parties to address the question of restitution. In
response to the court's order, an anended stipulation was filed
on June 19, 2009.

A. Matter of EK and B.K (Counts 1 through 5)

125 E. K and S.P. operated a business which closed in
2003. E. K. had purchased a conputer system for the business,
and S.P. wused the conputer system in a subsequent venture
w t hout conpensating E. K In March 2003 E. K. and her husband,
B.K., hired Attorney Snead to pursue either recovery of the
conputer system or conpensation from S.P. The fee agreenent was
not in witing, but B.K wunderstood Attorney Snead would charge
10 percent of any recovery as his fee.

126 Attorney Snead did not, however, file an action
agai nst S. P. Attorney Snead failed to inform E.K and B. K of
his October 2007 |icense suspension, even though B.K spoke with
Attorney Snead 30 to 40 tines during the five years he
represented them |In 2008 Attorney Snmead told B.K his casel oad
was too great and he would arrange for another attorney to take
over their case. During the summer of 2008 Attorney Snead
stopped returning B.K 's calls. B. K. demanded return of the
case materials, but Attorney Snead failed to return them

127 The OLR repeatedly tried to obtain information from

Attorney Snmead regarding this matter w thout success.

10
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128 Attorney Snead stipulates his mshandling of the E K
and B.K. matter gave rise to five counts of m sconduct:

e« By failing to tinely advance his clients' interests,
Attorney Smead violated SCR 20:1. 3.

« By failing to have a witten contingent fee agreenent,
Attorney Smead violated SCR 20:1.5(c). ™

« By failing to give tinely notice of his inability to
practice law and to inform his clients of their need to
seek |l egal advice el sewhere, Attorney Snead viol ated SCRs

22.26(1)(a) and (b).?!?

11 SCR 20:1.5(c) provides:

A fee may be contingent on the outcone of the
matter for which the service is rendered, except in a
matter in which a contingent fee is prohibited by par.
(d) or other law. A contingent fee agreenent shall be
in a witing signed by the client, and shall state the
met hod by which the fee is to be determ ned, including
t he percentage or percentages that shall accrue to the
lawer in the event of settlenent, trial or appeal;
l[itigation and other expenses to be deducted from the
recovery; and whether such expenses are to be deducted
before or after the contingent fee is calculated. The
agreenent nust clearly notify the client of any
expenses for which the client wll be I|iable whether
or not the client is the prevailing party. Upon
conclusion of a contingent fee matter, the |awer
shall provide the client with a witten statenent
stating the outcone of the matter and if there is a
recovery, showing the remttance to the client and the
met hod of its determ nation

12 SCRs 22.26(1)(a) and (b) provide:

On or before the effective date of |icense
suspensi on or revocation, an attorney whose |license is
suspended or revoked shall do all of the follow ng:

11
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By failing to surrender papers and property belonging to
the clients, Attorney Snead violated SCR 20: 1. 16(d).
By failing to respond to the grievance, Attorney Snead
violated SCRs 22.03(2) and 22.03(6) via SCR 20:8.4(h).
B. L.S. Matter (Counts 6 through 9)

129 On Septenber 24, 2007, Attorney Snead agreed to
represent L.S. in a famly law matter, even though he knew his
li cense coul d be suspended as early as Septenber 26, 2007.1%

30 L.S. had paid Attorney Snmead advance fees of $485.
L.S. asked Attorney Snead to file a contenpt notion, but after
15 days Attorney Snead still had not done so.

131 L.S. called Attorney Snead several tines. At t or ney
Snead advised L.S. his law |icense had been suspended, but said
it would be reinstated in a few weeks and he would then file the
not i on. In Novenber 2007 Attorney Snead stopped returning

L.S.'s telephone calls, failed to pursue her case, and failed to

(a) Notify by certified mail all clients being
represented in pending matters of the suspension or
revocation and of the attorney's consequent inability
to act as an attorney followng the effective date of
t he suspension or revocati on.

(b) Advise the clients to seek |egal advice of
their choice el sewhere.

13 The OLR had filed a nmotion on September 5, 2007,
requesting the court order Attorney Snead to show cause why his
| aw | i cense should not be suspended. On Septenber 6, 2007, this
court ordered Attorney Snmead to show cause why his license to
practice |aw should not be suspended. Attorney Snead failed to
respond. Hs license was tenporarily suspended on Cctober 10,
2007.

12
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refund any of her advance fee. L.S. hired another attorney to
file the notion.

132 The OLR repeatedly tried to obtain information from
Attorney Smead on this matter w thout success.

133 Attorney Snmead stipulates he commtted four counts of
m sconduct with respect to the L.S. matter as foll ows:

» Considering the timng of the order to show cause and the
date Attorney Snead undertook L.S.'s case, coupled wth
Attorney Snead's failure to pronptly file the notion,
Attorney Snead violated SCR 20: 1. 3.

e By failing to informL.S. to seek new counsel due to his
license suspension, by failing to return any unearned
fee, and by failing to protect his client's interests,
Attorney Snead violated 20:1.16(d).

By failing to provide notice to L.S. of his Ilicense
suspension, Attorney Snead violated SCRs 22.26(1)(a) and
(b).

e By failing to cooperate with the OLR s investigation,
Attorney Snead violated SCRs 22.03(2) and 22.03(6) via
SCR 20: 8. 4(h).

C. Matter of A L. and SSM (Counts 10 through 12)

1834 On April 19, 2007, A L. sent Attorney Snead a check
for $1,000 after her son, S.M, contacted Attorney Snmead about
representation in a crimnal drug case. Al t hough there was no
witten fee agreenment, A L. and S.M wunderstood a flat fee of

$2, 000 woul d be required.

13
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135 Attorney Snead entered an appearance in S.M's case on
April 26, 2007. Attorney Snead al so appeared at the arraignnent
and filed a discovery denand. He al so appeared at a pretrial
conference on October 5, 2007.

136 On Novenber 21, 2007, one hour before a court hearing,
Attorney Snead notified SSM that he would be unable to appear
on his behalf that day because his license had been tenporarily
suspended. This was the first conversation between Attorney
Smead and S.M regarding the |icense suspension. Attorney Snead
recoomended S.M go to the court hearing and, in tinme, Attorney
Snread would be able to represent him Based on this
information, S.M did not seek successor counsel

137 After the hearing, S M called Attorney Smead asking
for advice. Attorney Snead said he would try to repay the
$1,000 since he could no longer represent him After making
this promse Attorney Snead failed to return numerous phone
calls fromS M On January 8, 2008, Attorney Snead w thdrew as
counsel. Attorney Snead failed to refund unearned fees.

138 The OLR repeatedly tried to obtain information from
Attorney Smead about this matter w thout success.

139 Attorney Snead stipulates that his conduct in the
A L./SM mtter gave rise to three violations:

« By failing to give tinely notice of his inability to

practice law and to informhis client of the need to seek
| egal advice elsewhere, Attorney Snead violated SCRs

22.26(1)(a) and (D).

14
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e« By failing to protect his client's interests by not
responding to S.M's telephone inquiries subsequent to
Novenber 21, 2007, and by failing to take steps to
determ ne whether any portion of the fee paid to him was
unearned and if so, to return the unearned portion of the
fee, Attorney Snead violated SCR 20:1.16(d).

e« By failing to respond to the OLR s formal investigation
Attorney Snead violated SCRs 22.03(2) and (6) via SCR
20: 8. 4(h).

D. RV. Matter (Counts 13 through 15)
40 R V. hired Attorney Snead to represent himin a felony
drug case filed March 30, 2007. R V. paid Attorney Snead $2, 000
but there was no evidence of a witten fee agreenent. According
to RV., Attorney Snead was "hired to go through and finish two
felonys [sic] for poss wintent."

141 In April 2007 Attorney Snead was present for the

initial appearance and waived the prelimnary hearing. In June
2007 Attorney Snead appeared at R V.'s arraignnent and, in
Septenber 2007, appeared at the pretrial conference. RV.'s

pl ea hearing was set for Cctober 23, 2007.

42 Between Septenber 5 and October 23, 2007, R V. nmade
several telephone calls to Attorney Snead inquiring about a
possible deal wth the district attorney, but received no
response.

143 At the Cctober 23, 2007, plea hearing, Attorney Snead
appeared late and told RV. that his law |icense was tenporarily
suspended but he would be getting it back in a week or so. He

15
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had not previously told RV. that he had lost his license and
woul d not be able to appear in court as scheduled. The hearing
was reschedul ed for Decenber 10, 2007.

144 Between October 23 and Decenber 10, 2007, Attorney
Snead did not respond to any of RV.'s calls. After Cctober 23,
2007, Attorney Snead's tel ephone was disconnected and he failed
to answer his cell phone.

145 On Decenber 10, 2007, R V. and his famly were in
court but Attorney Snead failed to appear. The circuit court
judge informed R V. Attorney Snead was no |onger practicing |aw
and gave R V. three nonths to hire a new attorney. After the
Decenber 2007 hearing, R V. again called Attorney Snead but
recei ved no response. On Decenber 10, 2007, Attorney Snmead was
w thdrawn from the case; successor counsel entered an appearance
on January 24, 2008.

46 The OLR nade repeated attenpts to obtain information
from Attorney Snead about this matter w thout success. The
W sconsin Lawers' Fund for Cient Protection reinbursed RV. in
t he anmobunt of $2, 000.

147 Attorney Snead stipulates his msconduct wth respect
to RV.'s representation gave rise to three violations:

By failing to give RV. notice of his |icense suspension

prior to the date of the hearing, by failing to keep his

client reasonably infornmed, and by failing to respond to

16
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reasonable requests for information, Attorney Snead
viol ated SCRs 20:1.4(a)(3) and (4).*

e By failing to give RV. notice of his continued inability
to represent him by failing to respond to R V.'s phone
calls, by failing to give notice that he would not be
appearing for a hearing scheduled on Decenber 10, 2007
and by failing to otherwise protect RV.'s interests,
Attorney Snead violated SCR 20:1.16(d).

By failing to cooperate wth the ORs form
i nvestigation, Attorney Snead violated SCRs 22.03(2) and
22.03(6) via SCR 20:8.4(h).

148 1In the initial stipulation, the parties agreed that a
60-day suspension was warranted and that costs should not be
i nposed. Al though the OLR s conplaint sought restitution, the
initial stipulation nade no provision for restitution.

149 On June 19, 2009, the OLR filed an anended
stipul ation. In the anmended stipulation the parties provide
that as a condition of reinstatenent Attorney Snmead agrees to
pay restitution to A L. in the anount of $1,000, to L.S. in the
amount of $485, and to the Wsconsin Lawers' Fund for dient
Protection in the amount of $2,000 for the RV. matter.

50 Restitution is appropriate in these matters because

there are ascertainable restitution anmounts and fee disputes,

14 SCRs 20:1.4(a)(3) and (4) (effective July 1, 2007) state
a lawer shall "(3) keep the client reasonably infornmed about
the status of the mtter;" and "(4) pronptly conply wth
reasonabl e requests by the client for information; "

17
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the funds at issue are in the attorney's control, the grievants'
or respondents' rights in a collateral nmatter wll not be
affected, and no funds to be restored constitute incidental or
consequenti al damages.

51 The anended stipulation is submtted to the court
pursuant to SCR 22.12. We approve the anmended stipulation and
hereby adopt the stipulated facts, conclusions of Iaw, and
di sci pli ne. Accordingly, Attorney Snead's license to practice
| aw shall be suspended for 60 days and we order restitution as
set forth herein. No costs are to be inposed in this matter.

152 Since Snead | and Snead |l present two conpletely
discrete and separate disciplinary matters, the two 60-day
suspensions wll be consecutive, not concurrent. As Attorney
Snead is already suspended, the suspensions ordered herein shal
commence i nmedi ately.

53 |IT IS ORDERED that with respect to the matter of COLR
v. Snead, No. 2008AP1467-D (Snead 1), the license of Robert J.
Snead to practice law in Wsconsin is suspended for a period of
60 days, effective the date of this order.

154 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that within 60 days of the date
of this order, Robert J. Snead shall pay restitution to D.B. in
the anount of $100, and to the Wsconsin Lawers' Fund for
Client Protection for the WP. matter in the amount of $750, as
recommended in the referee's report filed in Snead |I. If the
restitution is not paid within the tinme specified and absent a
showing to this court of his inability to pay the restitution
within that tinme, Robert J. Snead's license to practice law in

18
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Wsconsin shall remain suspended until further order of the
court.

155 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that within 60 days of the date
of this order, Robert J. Snead shall pay to the Ofice of Lawer
Regul ation the costs of the proceeding in Snead |I. |If the costs
are not paid within the tinme specified and absent a showing to
this court of his inability to pay the costs within that tine,
the license of Robert J. Snead to practice law in Wsconsin
shall remain suspended until further order of the court.

156 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that with respect to the matter
of COLR v. Snead, No. 2009AP843-D (Snead Il1), the license of

Robert J. Snead to practice law in Wsconsin is suspended for a
period of 60 days to run consecutive to the discipline inposed
in Snead |.

157 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that within 60 days of the date
of this order, Robert J. Snead shall pay restitution to A L. in
the anpbunt of $1,000, to L.S. in the anbunt of $485, and to the
W sconsin Lawers' Fund for Cient Protection in the anmount of
$2,000 for the RV. matter. If the restitution is not paid
within the time specified and absent a showing to this court of
his inability to pay the restitution within that time, Robert J.
Snead's license to practice law in Wsconsin shall remain
suspended until further order of the court.

158 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no costs will be inposed in

Snead I1.
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159 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that all restitution is to be
conpleted prior to paying any costs to the Ofice of Lawer
Regul at i on.

60 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Robert J. Snead shall
conply with the requirenents of SCR 22.26 pertaining to

activities follow ng suspension if he has not already done so.
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